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ANEDfFI iz a sy ¥a—F% 2y r7—7 LowLFz—
Prv My ial—bEE579, Dung2] I2 &k Dk 7
L—LhT—7 (ufﬁ, AF) & Z DHHERAPIRE S N,
EDFEMICE VT, FriEEse MEEEEDO 7Y 77 L
V2ZAHBZERPBRONRETZEHN 7Y 7 7L v ADE
L, 2z iEm»frbhTw . 2011 4, 7Y
77 Ly AR B EH)WHE - H o PLP 55 B ZHEEL
7BEJER PLP (P, W, ®) 23K (9] Ic &k DR &0, HICREE
") PLP 2> 5 RS N 2 IERMREIN 7Y 7 7 L v AfH & 3w 7
L—247—7 (D%, dynamic PAF) & P-extensions 12k -
TH 2 o N 2w RE I N, Rif%ETlE, dynamic
PAF @ P-extensions & fREAD—f—ITRIET % —iGmEE
7u7 % (NLP) 2L L, REAGT0 753V 7tk 7
V77 LY ABRFERDMNRE LD o5 DHBEOSHRAE %
1) 2 toTErEmatAT Yy v 2hlF L 7.

2 #Efi

2.1 RWBEBIOVSLEBERTOTSZIVY

& 1 (RHEFOS 54 (ELP)) ELP & (1) oBER
DV—NVEETH D, LL;1FV T3V (7ThL AER

¥ —A), not 1FRMIC K B2HE (NAF) TH 3. (1) DF
KONV =)V riZ20T, L 2B LE VW head(r) THET.

L+ Ly, Lm,not L4, *,not Ly,. (1)
ELP OERiIZMEARICEL D EZ 5N 5. NLP 3V — VI

HEE - B LW ELP 0% 727 7 ACH 5. Litp % P

SHEOMREY FINVDEL L ERT S,

ASP(Answer Set Programmlng)[ | ZFEO A A ELP %
DT R 77 LATRIL, ZOMESDIS, TN E—X—
Wi 2MEOMESE 7075 3 Y IFETH B, zlsﬁ)ff%',‘if
w2 ASP D7 7 A3 ELP TH 5.

2.2 Dung DEREKR

Dung @ 4 HE$H D ZKG [2](complete, stable, preferred,
grounded) I, IREHR 7L —L V=7 (AF) DT CTEHZ
ns catension | LkoTEZON, 2T & o THRIT %GRk
ZHETS. —Ji, ELP P Citidd N7z —Y = v }‘ DHIGE X
IR 7L — LT — 7 AFp DRI N6, 8, 2], 7D
f%?%?ﬁ@i, AFp IZB89 % Dung Difiam = ki, EU‘B extenmon

iV E5Z5N35.

EE 2 (GREE [6]) 5@ ELP P ITHW T, fak Ag 3L —
Vrie P(1<i<n) OREDOERDY T IV L; IR,
head(ry) = L; B V=V ri(k > i) BEEST 5 X9 7ZC P O
ﬁ”*ll/—)l/@ﬁm?ﬁﬂ Ag = [r1;..5m) TEHRSI NS, head(r;)
% Ag DffiEmE 9. KT head(rl) Zimal Ag DERLEF O,
claim(Ag) 'C“i%’f}‘. P D SRR L 72/ NaEE DG % Argsy
TET. Mt d E XN LT daims(E) ZA T TE&HT 5.
claims(E) et {L| D Ag € EWZxL L = claim(Ag)}
EE 3 GEHRBERIL—LT7—70) LEOME [6](rebut,
undercut, attack, defeat %) 12 & D iR X L7z Argsp J:O)Bﬂ
%% Attacksp TRT. JEMRFER 7LV —L 7 —2 AFp &
(Argsp,attacksp) TEHZRIN S (FEMllIZ [8] ).
3 dynamic PAF &EREKR

B PLP TRBEI N —Y =2 v b OGN —
AL DR IN S dynamic PAF @5}%?@%’?%?@\@
Sname P-extensions 12 & D 5 2 64, Z i k&
D CIEA T 5 ufE’E#‘J/&:@‘% BUN T Sname €
{comepelte, stable, preferred, grounded} & ¥ %.
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3.1 [PEE/R PLP [9]

NzZLV—VHEEGLET S, = (nq1,nm,n5) & priority

atom EFREN, TL—N%ns € N ZRHEOL—L§Ickb,
D= npg € N DIL—=)L r2 3V —V % n,y € N DIL—)L
rl KD EOELEZEFD") ZERBRT L. 2B 5, rl,r2
DNV—=NED 1LV EMDOATRA—LTHD, r1,r2 X[
CAZLRVET S,
EE 4 (BER PLP) FEEMN PLP & (P,P,P) TEHIN
3. HL, P I3ANMELL—L (1) E4HTn, € No 25 (2)
DWAD ELP 257 %. U IV —IVED ng, S priority
atom TH 3 (3) DIEDONL—L057% 2% ELP TH 5.

ne: L+ Ly, Lym,not Lyt1,*,not Ly. (2)

ns: = (nl,n2,ns) < Li,"*", Ly, not Ly41, ", n0t Ly. (3)
BB [0] DBEAT, MFCERINL Y F I LES L L
DBIfR < L L TERS N, K, B AENET (preorder)
Th5.

£ Litp \{L| #4Hin.® r e PIZXL L = head(r)} U No
3.2 dynamic PAF Ot

I—Yx v DORAGRR— RN PLP (P,¥,®) Tit
BEINTWBE, 7Y 77 LYy AZEimCR/Z 5 dy-
namic PAF D& 7 L — .A‘7 2 PAF(P,¥,®), KU, P-
extension TH 2 6N 2igmakamz bR 5.

E# 5 (dynamic PAF [9]) FEEWPLP (P,V.9) &1,

rpuruniua

ZEHRTSH. MHL I AIZLLTO NLP Th 5.
I <(X,Y) = (X,Y,2),< (V,X,U), X £Y,
not < (Y, X), not < (Z U).
< (X,Y) «=(X,Y, Z),not ng(Y, X).
ng(Y, X) <= (Y, X.U).
< (X, 24U V) + < (X, Y, U), < (Y. Z,V).
A ng  body(r), 4lin, € NDr e PUWICHL

Er o ORI L 7. AF,=(Args,,attacks,) O Sname
extensions DEG LTS, <13 (P, UD)* TEEI N, K
W, FERH KD (k) HFThsb. 22T &y, P 1ZHT

TERINDG. S|x ¥ SNX, B, LT 5.

2. {(e,¢)l(e,€)) € 37 A (e ,0) ¢ 27))
o, Ngee, claims(E)le , AL O = {< (n,n')|n,n’ € N}
FEJEry PLP(P,w,®) v 5 K &4 % dynamic PAF 1
PAF(P,W,®) £ LTUTFCE#RS NS,
PAF(P,W,d) = def (Argsy, attacks,, <)

HL, <t Args, L@Eﬁf-ﬁ“( DT oA E, & D
W o BB I N 58D (45) EF<dH 5.

Agr < Ags iff claim(Agy) < claims(Ags)
EZ 6 (FUT77LYABRC) REW PLP(PY,9) 2
MR SNl PAF(PU,®) I8 WT, & % AF, =
(Argsy, Attacks,) @ Sname extensions DEGET 5. &,
LOBIRC I T CERINS. fEED By, By, F3 € & I
XL,
1. E\CE
2. By C E; tiX, H5iil as € Ex \ By ICNL, a1 > a2 %% a1 € By \ Es

WEEL, a2 < az %% az € E1 \ E2 2AEL 2\
3. E1CE;y»DE;CE;3DLE E1C E3

E\CE,DLE EIZE LDbEVEFZROLEE). C
13 1,3 DHH X Y HEFCH 5.
E&E 7 (P-extension) &, % AF,=(Args., attacks;) O
Sname extensions DEA L T 5. Sname extension E € &,
ZoWwT, D B ¢ & kXL, E C E %56
E'C EDPEYIEDOE, 2L TZDORFICID extension E
i3 PAF(P,W,9) = (Args,, attacksm,<) O Sname
P-extension TH 5.
4 ASP lc &3 PAF EABDEE

AfFETlE dynamic PAF @ P-extensions & fRELDI—
RT3 AR 70 75 LB RET 5. D,
T Y lin(a) | a i3t Ag € Args. DiE%4 Y LT 5.

EHE 8 (Dung BWRODFE) W @1y PLP(PV,®) W»
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S I = PUVUILIUA KT % AF, #
(Argsq, attacksy) £ %. LT D Opppmy (E3CHR 7] 1ICHED &
complete extesions %, O & stable extensions ZFH T %
72D NLP T®H %.

@comp L Oar UBLab
0. Y OuprUOLL U{+ undec(X)}

Oap : il VAg € Args, Difial# a ([CX L,
KIEDR V(a, b) € attacksy \[CHIL,

OLap : in(X)  ag(X), not ng(X),
ng(X) + in(Y), attack(Y, X),
ng(X) < undec(Y), attack(Y, X),
out(X) + in(Y), attack(Y, X),
undec(X) aq(X)7 not zn(X) not out(X).

AF, @ complete & stable extensions I%, AT OEH 1 123
DVCEIREI NS, BUT TR name % A\ Thablk Ag D 44HiT
% name(Ag) TET.

EE 1 (B2l /EeMER (7)) AF: K8V T, E 3 complete
(stable) extension 7% 51X, S|r={in(a)| ik Ag €E EEow
Ta=name(Ag)} %% Ocomp (Ost ) DRSS DT 5. &
12, S D% Ocomp (Ost ) DIFEA T 51F, E={Ag|Ag 1% in(a) € S %
% 44 a = name(Ag) % ROk } %3 AF, @ complete (stable)
extension E WSHAET 5.

UToZ#aE#E 7a 7 5 & tr[P,U,d;Sname] T
Sname = stable DEE, © 1% Oy, ZNLIME Opopmy, 2R
HR (7] & ARk, SEEBER ¢ & 2 BIBOBREERL S me 2T,

in(a) € Sj st. ¥(S;) =7 iff mae(a,j)eM (1)
DR ILDE)IC O DIEROMES S; (1<j< g HEL R
@@%%é@ﬁ")@%ﬁ%nwkemnowﬁ%ﬁﬁwﬁ%
ﬁ%ﬁ%m%or®w—wt BHGRIE 71 7T L O

M IZH DAL T 5
'/i% 9 (EiHasH ii7ﬂ77L\) Sname Wi D T TR JE Y
PLP(P,w,®) » 5 1% dynamic PAF DI 7
0277 L tr[P,W,®; Sname] LT CTERINS NLP TH

2. 1L, 7 puvUTIUA.

tr[ P, ¥, &; compelte]
tr[P, W, ®;; stable] AfeuFuN
tr[P, ¥, d; preferred] @UFU_I,TUA

tr|P, ¥, &; grounded)] “our UEgr
T, A=A UAy, A =A\{1~3D1—n}

Zgr def o {« e(N),not d(N)},  Zpr ' ZU {« d(N),not c(N)}

ag(a) «,
attack(a,b) +,

P ourua’
def

5400 a = name(Ag)
extension &% 5. &2 5
<

ZFomak & AF, @ preferred
T IEh, ToOL—=LED, O
J
&

DILEDORES S; (1 <& HLU €1 m DREADIRE)
’Fifi?ﬁ) mo 5"}0)7 b & E L Ttr[P, W, §;preferred] IZHED
BENTWE, 2ITHS; i E; = {a] in(a) € S;} %%

AF, @ (abstract) complete extension Z K TH A D 1~4 D
V= XD, preferred(N) € M THHUE M IZHDAE N
728y (1 £ N < €ITRT 2% Ey 1 preferred extension &
5. V=512 D credulous(X) € M 75 i@k (44)X
DEET UL, Ey OfiiE X € Ey iI82WT X ¢ Exy %5
preferred extension Ey DMAET 5 Z L2 EHKL, L—IL 6 1
£ skeptical(X) € M 72 Ziwak (£4)X 122V TRTD Ey
T X € Ey THYH AF, T skeptically 12 IE24{b I M7z Fiik T
HBTEBONDE. V=N T~9DIL—N LD <=(ds U P)*
D, V— 10 &0 Args, LOBR < BHEBIN S, Ay DI
DDIL—)ILTES 6,7 Z3lH LT3

dynamic PAF (P, ¥, ®) @ preferred P-extension (&, T it
EHICHDEMRELG TR 77 I v JICkhEtE SN2 hoX

FIZDWT S MR D EBLDHL D 3.
EE 2 (@eH/xLM) F »REEN PLP(P, &) » SR L &
dynamic PAF(P, W, &) @ preferred P-extension 7 & (£, 254k
w7 v 77 b tr[P, W, d;preferred) \Z M|; = {in(a)|a ¥ a =
name(Ag) 7% b gk Ag € E D4 } b MBES M M
9 5. Wi, M % dynamic PAF(P, ¥, ©) 25l L %
tr|P, ¥, ®;preferred] DREEGR 61X, E = {Ag|Ag 1 £
Hin(a ) € M 7% 2410 a = name(Ag) ’Eﬁ’%w%ﬂf} 7% % dynamic
PAF(P, ¥, &) ® preferred P-extension E DME{ET 5.

5 SRE &5

Aﬂ}uzébeAF%%ﬁL EHEHE 70 75 o tr 30
LT, ASP Y WK Y ERHE2 T2 707 505%2CT
FLEEL 7. T OWBE [4) 2 HWT, EELAL 707 7 LDFF

ﬂﬁ’%ﬁof’
: BBC BN EPHL T30 T, SHBR Y RT3,
:CNN IFNE FHL TV 20T, AHD‘/F‘/&iéZ‘}ﬁéLt;w.
: L#»L, BBC i3 CNN kb *{)Eiﬁ’(?&
~HC, #alTiE CNN & BBC XD b IEfEICTFRLTW3.
C 2 LT, AN IR E ) DIk, B DEBICHE D W EEOE A
IDLEHNLELDTHS.

: bbe : dry(london) + forecast(bbe, fine), not = dry(london),
cnn : ~dry(london) < forecast(cnn,rain), not dry(london),
forecast(bbe, fine), forecast(cnn,rain).

¥: < (enn, bbe, trust), < (bbe, enn, statics),
=< (trust, statics, rational).

N QOTOT

T:Vae€ Sj|zIciL, m2(a,j) < . ext-no(j) < .

: ¢(N) + ext_no(N),in(X),not m2(X, N),
d(N) < m2(X, N), not in(X),

Aq

VAg € Args, Dl a, claim(Ag) = L IZHN L, arg-claim(a, L) <+,
A DVAg € Argsy Dt a, claim(Ag) = L :ﬁL arg_claim(a,n) <,
VAg € Args, Difiit4 a, Ag DEF < (nl,n2) WL, <4 (nl,n2,a) +,
B (L. L) € 1EKIL < (Lig s L) =
ialk VAg € Argsy. Difial 4 a,, claim(Ag) = LIZ®L, L < in(a),

Ao :
¢2(N1, N2) < ext-no(N1),m2(X, N2),not m2(X, N1),
d2(N1, N2) < ext-no(N2), m2(X, N1), not m2(X, N2),
non pref(Nl) <+ d2(N2, Nl) not c2(N2, N1),
preferred(N) < ext_-no(N), not non pref(N)
credulous(X) « preferred(N),in(X), not m2(X, N),
skeptical(X) < in(X), not credulous(X),
<skp (X,Y) < skeptical(Z), <q (X,Y, Z),
<bkp (va) —=s (X,Y), not =, (Y7X)7
skp (X, Z) =<skp (X, Y), <skp (Y, Z),
10. < (X,Y) +=<anp (V, W), arg_claim(X, V), arg_claim(Y, W),
11. grl(N,Y) < in(Y), m2(X,N), < (X,Y), not in(X), not m2(Y, N),
12. gr2(N,Y) < in(Y),m2(Z,N), < (Y, Z),not in(Z), not m2(Y, N),
13. J(N) = grl(N,Y), not gr2(N Y),
14. rgri(N,Y) + in(X),m2(Y,N), < (X Y),not in(Y), not m2(X, N),
15. rgr2(N,Y) + in(Z),m2(Y,N), < (Y, Z),not in(Y),not m2(Z, N),
16. C (N) < rgri(N,Y), not rgr2(N Y
17. grt1(N1,N2,Y) < ext_no(N1),ext no(NQ),mQ(X N1),

CONRUR LN

18. m2(Y N2),< (X,Y),not m2(Y, Nl),not m2(X N2),
19. grt2(N1,N2,Y) « ext,no(Nl),emt,no N2),mQ Z,N1),
20. m2(Y,N2),< (Y, Z),not m2(Y, N1), not m2(Z, N2),

21. C 2(N1,N2) « grti(N1, N2,Y),not grt2(N1,N2,Y),
22. preferred(Nl) preferred(N2)

gNQ —C ENI;, C 2§N2A N1g,

N1),C 2(N1,N2
26. +L (N),not J(N).

tr[P,W, ®; preferred] \IZDWTHHT 5. tr[P, W, §; preferred|
DEFEEEZ M T 5. XH [T XD, AF, =(Argsa,
attacks,) @ complete (XU preferred) extension E (&, ©
(LW ©UT UE,,) DRES S 226 E={Ag|Ag € Args,
X in(a) € S % %41 a = name(Ag) ZFoisE } & LT
505, ftiF, A\ {26 DV— Y EER70 I LTHDED
TM»oBRIND Ey = {a| Ag € Args:i3in(a) € M 7z
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FRL 77077 LOMIELT E7% D, ~dry(london) 23&
ENBIENS, TSHBY FUEEELERV, v ARMD
MEEFHLU %Eﬁﬁ#ﬂ%ﬁ’tﬁ%ﬁfﬁ% 5.

800 3 ryo — bash — 65x5 e
$./comp-paf weather.txt

{ae, al, a2, a3, a4, a5, a6, a7, a8, a9, ale, al2, al5, al6, algo}
with claims {-dry(londen), cnn, preceq_ d{cnn,bbc,trust), preceq_
d(bbc,cnn,statics), preceq d(trust,statics,rational), forecast(bb
c,fine), forecast(cnn,rain), trust, statics, rationall}

6 &HLOHIC

REL LG 70 75 L OFEROMITR, i ofE
TOEHBOFMZ T2 2 ENSBOIETH 5.
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